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T 0 
THE RIGHT REVEREND, 
WILLIAM 
LORD BISHOP OF CHESTER, 


PRINCIPAL OF BRASEN-NOSE COLLEGE. 


MY LORD, 


I SHOULD not. have preſumed to 
inſcribe the following Tra& to your Lord- 
ſhip, if you had not, by requeſting the pub- 
lication of it, conferred upon it a value, 
which can alone entitle it to ſo diſtinguiſhed 
an honour. Should it in the remoteſt degree 
contribute to the vindication of a doctrine, 
maintained by the Catholic Church, it would 
afford me ſuch ſatisfaction, as I dare hardly 
anticipate. If it fail of that important end, 
it will ſtill be a conſolation to me to have 
executed a plan, delineated by your Lord- 
ſhip, in ſuch a manner as to have been ho- 
noured by your approbation; and even under 
the vexation of diſappointed hope, I ſhall 
yet rejoice in having had an opportunity, thus 
gratifying to my feelings, of acknowledging 

= a2 that 
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1 
that I am indebted to your Lordſhip's advice 
for whatever progreſs I have been able to 
make in the ſtudy of Divinity ;—an acknow- 
ledgment, in which I am perſuaded I ſhall 
be joined by all, who are fortunate enough 
to be placed within the ſphere of your aca- 
demical authority. 


I am, my Lord, 
With ſentiments of the moſt profound reſpect, 
Your Lordſhip's obliged 95 


and humble ſervant, 


FRODSHAM HODSON. 
LivVERPOOL, T 1 N 


; Fan. 16, 1796. 


PREFACE. 


Th E following ſheets are the reſult of an 
examination into the queſtion, © Whether 
« the Filiation of the Son of God was ab 
« Fterno?” — an examination which the 
Author was directed to undertake, as Proba- 
tionary Fellow of Braſen-Noſe College. For 
the proofs in favour of the negative ſide of 
the queſtion, the Author was referred to the 
Oecly N parres of Mr. Hawtrey ; and whilſt he 

was directed to examine the validity of the 
arguments there urged by an appeal to the 
Scriptures, the Fathers, and the Nicene Coun- 
eil; he at the ſame time was told, with a li- 
berality of mind which diſdained to drop any 
expreſſion that could ſhackle the freedom of 
inquiry, to compare, to deliberate, and to de- 
termine. Nearly i in the ſame ſtate in which 
the reſult of his i inquiries was originally ſub- 
mitted to The Right Reverend the Principal 
of Braſen-Noſe, it is now ſubmitted to the 
public 


* 


1 

public. Some few alterations however have 
been made; ſome ambitioſa ornamenta, which 
encumbered the introduction, have been re- 
moved, in ſubmiſſion to one, whoſe judg- 
ment always carries with it authority to the 
Author's mind; and, at the ſuggeſtion of the 
ſame able critic, one or two corrections have 
been adopted, which the Author regrets are 
not more in number, becauſe they are con- 
ſiderable in value. = 

Should the Author's ſcriptural view of the 
queſtion be thought too confined, he is ready 
to allow, that it might have been expanded 
with advantage. But, as Mr. Hawtrey's ap- 
peal to the Nicene Creed had in ſome mea- 
ſure made an appeal to the earlier Fathers ne- 
ceſſary, he was particularly directed to collect 
their opinions, as conſtituting a ſpecies of 
evidence, leſs acceſſible to the generality of 


readers. 


He who wiſhes for more proofs from 
Scripture may find them in a Sermon *< on 
« the Eternal Generation of the Son of God,” 
by the Biſhop of Cheſter, who, from a com- 
prehenſive conſideration of the language of 
the New Teſtament, has ſhewn that the idea 
of an antecedent Filiation is interwoven with 
the very contexture of Revelation. 


ws 
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As the ©:avJpwres of Mr. Hawtrey is per- 
petually quoted in the courſe of the follow- 
ing examination, it may be proper to apprize 
the reader, that it is not the general doctrine 
of that valuable work which is here com- 
bated ; but only that particular ,one, which 
relates to the Filiation, and which forms, as 
it were, an epiſode in the book. For the 
reſt, if the voice of an unknown individual 
could be heard amidſt the loud applauſes of 
the learned, it ſhould be raiſed with the 
moſt cordial ſincerity in commendation of 


one, who has ſo ably vindicated the Divinity 
of our Lord. 


7 
# # „ 
- 
E 4 
Pg 
| — 
* 
* 1 
- 4 
* : | f 
% 2 
* 
* f 5 
47S ; 
. i 
0 6 N 
* 6 | 
- * > 3M 
* 7 18. 
* 
4 
: ? * 
G i 
* = 
— a4 
* 
gs 0 
© ” 
-. EV" 
0 
: * 
: 
4 
> 
A 
5 


Whether the Filiation of the Son of God was 
ab Æterno? 


No reflecting man can enter into the 


thorny field of controverſy without feelings 
of reluctance and regret. But, however diſ- 
heartening may be the proſpect, and however 
arduous the taſk, a miniſter of the Goſpel is 


actuated by principles paramount to perſonal 


feeling. Even if that ſatisfaction, with which 
the mind glows on the diſcovery of truth in 
any department of ſcience, were not conſi- 
dered by him as at once an encouragement 


and a reward to his moſt active exertions; 


yet when the object of reſearch is an article 
of Religion, to the allurements of pleaſure are 
ſuperadded the ties of duty: and, as the 
ſenſe of ſo ſacred an obligation will operate 
as an incentive to the undertaking, ſo, what- 
ever difficulties may occur, He will be ani- 
mated to ren by the hopes of that 

B tranquillity 


E 


tranquillity of mind, which is the conſtant 
companion of conviction. 
* Ai} Cys JuoPpoviuy tmihnJtrat, 208 Th nd 
Mturntai Taxiuc d wagirexme wean Orot. 
Much extraneous matter may be exclud- 
ed, and the labour of inveſtigation greatly 
abridged, by reducing the real object of our 


reſearch to a preciſe and definite point. With 


the complicated controverſy then relating to a 
Trinity in Unity, with which the Chriſtian 
world has been ſo long and ſo dreadfully con- 
vulſed, however intimately our queſtion may 
ſeem to be connected with it, we have no im- 
mediate concern. For the very ſubject of our 
inquiry manifeſtly preſuppoſes the acknow- 
ledged exiſtence of ſuch Trinity, or at leaſt 
of a ſecond Perſon in the Godhead : as it 
would be prepoſterous to inveſtigate the rela- 
tive nature of one, whoſe very Being at all was 
matter of doubtful ſpeculation. It 1s there- 
fore with the avowed Trinitarian that we are 
at iſſue; with him, who allowing the ſecond 
| Perſon in the Trinity to have exiſted from all 
eternity in the capacity of the word of God, 
maintains that * He then only began to be his 


4 Heſiod. Theog. v. 102, 

b Oraropwrus Ths #a&ivn Aiz3;,xn;, or, An Appeal to the New 
Teſtament in proof of the Divinity of the Son of God. By 
Charles Hawtrey, M. A. and Vicar of Bampton, Oxfordſhire. 
London, 1794. p. 3943. 
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Son, when he became incarnate ; that the 
Filiation in ſhort conſiſted, and conſiſted 
only, in the Incarnation. 

Thus, it has lately been aflerted © © that 
the Eternal Generation of the Son of God is 


not to be ſupported by any thing in the 


Neu Teſtament.” It may with more truth 
be replied that the doctrine, which teaches 
that the Filiation commenced at the Incarna- 
tion, can not boaſt of any ſcriptural proof, 
but what ariſes from a conjectural Interpre- 
tation, which may perhaps be ſhewn to be 
unfounded ; and from an attempt to eſtabliſh 
a diſtinction, which was probably never in- 
tended. Still, whatever be our ſucceſs in 
combating this new hypotheſis, if the Eter- 
nal Filiation cannot be proved by the holy 
Scriptures, he, who ſubſcribes to the Articles 
of Religion, muſt, in conformity with the 
ſixth of them, abandon it as a neceflary ar- 
ticle of Faith. And yet after having been 
habituated to the Liturgy of our National 


Church, he will certainly feel ſome ſtrong 


prepoſſeſſions in its favour, and ſome com- 
punction at parting with it. Accuſtomed in 
the Te Deum, which he believes to have 
been compoſed at leaſt as early * as in the 
© 1d. p. 43. 185. 187. 
* Bingham's Origines Ecclefiaſtice, 1. xiv, c. 2. p. 400. vol. 6. 
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beginning of the ſixth century, to addreſs 
Chriſt as “ the everlaſting Son of the ever- 
« laſting Father; in the Litany to ſuppli- 
cate God, the Father, and God, the Son; 


in the Confeſſion of our Chriſtian Faith, 


commonly called, the Creed of St. Athana- 
ſius, to profeſs a belief that the Son is un- 
create and eternal ; and in the Nicene Creed 


to acknowledge the Son, as © begotten by 


his Father before all ages, and the Holy 
Ghoſt as * proceeding from the Father and 
the Son; ---accuſtomed to theſe profeſſions 
of faith, and familiarized to the leſſer Doxo- 
logy, all ſanctioned by the authority of the 
Church, he muſt be excuſed if he ſtill ſuſ- 
pects that the Doctrine maintained in them 
reits on a broader and a firmer foundation 
than the precarious baſis of human Invention. 
Recollecting too that there is? another of our 
Articles of Religion, which holds that our 
three Creeds may be proved by moſt cer- 
« tain warrants of holy Scripture ;* he will 


doubtleſs pauſe awhile, before he withdraws 


his belief from a Doctrine, thus declared, by 


the pious compilers of our Liturgy and Arti- 


cles, to be the doctrine of Inſpiration. In 
the commencement therefore of the inveſti- 


e The 8th. 


gation, 
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1 
gation, he cannot perhaps wholly diveſt him- 
ſelf of prejudice; but yet he will not think 
that the quicqud in religione vetus reti- 
<< nendum eſt,” is to be ſo pertinaciouſſy ad- 
hered to, as to preclude the extirpation of 
Hereſy, however venerable for its Antiquity, 
and however endeared to us by early Preju- 


dice. 


To produce, even under the aufpices of 
anciènt Commentators, proofs which are lia- 
ble to general objections, might be thought 
to argue a diftruſt in the ſuffteirency of our 
Evidence without them. I ſhall therefore 
paſs over the aſſiſtance to be derived from 
the Old Teſtament; as the ſtrongeſt paſſages, 
thoſe 1 mean which occur in the Pſalms, 
may, as well as thoſe which occur in the 
Prophets, be thought deſcriptive of what the 
Meffiah was to be at his advent, rather than 
declaratory of what he was before. 
Betwixt, however, a general indiſpoſition to 
admit evidence of a certain ſtamp, and a dif- 
ferenee of opinion with regard to the mean- 
ing of a particular word, a diſtinction muſt 
be allowed; ſo that though we decline intro- 
ducing the one, we ſhall not be inconſiſtent, 


if we combat the other. 


Thus, we would appeal to the words, pu- 


Coloſſ. i. 15. 
B 3 bros 
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TeTOX0G Wang e, by which St. Paul de- 
ſcribes the Son. of God, as likely to decide 
the queſtion, though Commentators have 
doubted, whether they imply priority or pre- 
eminence of birth. For reaſons which we 
will aſſign, their tranſlation ſeems to be the 
beſt, who render the words, born before 
c every creature; thus decompounding - 
JoToxos, and in the conſtruction transferring mpo 
to wagon; xTioews, Nor is this a ſingular in- 
ſtance of a ſacred Writer, giving the force of 
the comparative degree to wpwrog. * Schmi- 
dias adduces ſeveral examples from profane 
authors as well as from the New Teſta- 


ment, of mgwro;, and words compounded of 


bros, having this comparative ſignification. 
Other, and very appoſite inſtances may be 
found in * Mr. Stephens's ſermon, on The 
« Divine Perſons one God by an unity of 
nature: or, © that our Saviour is one 
« God with his Father, by an Eternal Gene- 
« ration from his ſubſtance.” Mr. Hawtrey 
of courſe, in order to be conſiſtent, and pre- 
ſerve his hypotheſis from immediate refuta- 
tion, rejects this interpretation, but is rather 
ſparing of argument to corroborate his own. 


When a new tranſlation is to ſuperſede a re- 


E Schmidius in Luc. c. 11. ver. 2. 


h Preached before the Univerſity of Oxford, 1522. 
ceived 
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ceived one in order to determine a doctrinal 
controverſy, it ought to come recommended 
to us by the ſupport of biblical criticiſm : 
but no argument, either founded on its pe- 
culiar agreement with the context, or the ſi- 
milar uſe of it in other paſſages is brought 
forward ; unleſs indeed we ought to except 
the ' aſking of a queſtion, which the ancient 
Commentators will ſufficiently anſwer ; and 
the quotation of a * verſe in which mowroroxo; 
occurs, where however the Author himſelf 
confeſſes that it is uſed in the ſenſe of firſt- 
born. Perhaps the confirmation to be derived 
from biblical criticiſm was withheld, becauſe 
it might be found detailed in thoſe Annota- 
tors, with whom Mr. Hawtrey coincides. It 
is true; his interpretation of preeminent is 
defended both by orthodox and heterodox, 
by thoſe who affirm and thoſe who deny the 
Eternity of the Son; by Grotius and Ham- 
mond, by Wetſtein and Locke. But might 
not the two firſt incline to it from an appre- 
henſion, that if they rendered it firſt- born 
<«« of every creature, it might be perverted 

i « If e OT ſignifies priority in point of time or exiſt- 


ence, will it not be to blend Jeſus Chriſt with the maſs of 


the creation, to make him thereby the firſt created of the 
** works of God?“ p. 185. 

8 Coloſſ. i. 17. 

The three firſt in their notes on Coloſſ. i. 15. and the laſt 
tranſlates @purcroxor, chief, Rom. viii. 29. | 
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into a confeſſion of the Son's being a creae 
ture ? and might not the latter adopt it, be- 
cauſe to have tranſlated it firſt-born would 
have been an unequivocal acknowledgment 
of the Son's Eternity? To the authority of 
the names, however, juſt recited, we can 
oppoſe others equally great and authori- 
tative; Caſaubon and Bengelius, Beza and 
Eraſmus. Of thoſe other critics who agree 
in the interpretation, genitus ante omnem 
* creaturam, Schmidius ought not to be 
omitted, as being every way qualified, from 
his accurate knowledge of the other paſſages, 
in which the word 1s uſed, to decide upon its 
meaning; nor Luther, as giving us the 


ſentiments of one who with ſuch extraordi- 


nary ability promoted the Reformation. The 
Vulgate too, and the Latin tranflations of the 
Ethiopic and Arabic verſions render mgwroTe= 
z0;, primogenitus ; as again the Syriac uſes 
the ſynonymous word, primigenius, which 
Geſner explains by primitivus. Tertullian 
too explains primogenitus, ante omnia geni- 
« tus; whilſt of the more ancient Commen- 


tators, it ought to be obſerved that * Theo- 


m c Der erſtgeborne von allen creaturen.” Luther. 

n Tertullian adverſus Prax. p. 503. Ed. Par. 0 

® 'Theodoret's comment on the paſſage is, os wpo wagons x- 
ww; v eres. Tom. ili. p. 346. Ed. Sirmond. 
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1 
doret and eophylact ſupport our tranſla- 
tion. —I forbear to quote others, as the con- 
fenſus veterum may be ſeen by conſulting 
Suicer on the word. 

E cannot but be aware, that the difference 
of opinion with regard to Tgwroroxog, which, 
it may be ſaid, prevails amongſt men, alike 
diſtinguiſhed for their critical attainments, 
will, in the preſent ſtage of our Inquiry, 
hardly juſtify me in arguing from it. Added 
to this, the coincidence on this point, which 
we have acknowledged, between men of di- 
realy oppoſite habits of thinking on other 
the moſt eſſential topics, may poſſibly create 
a prepoſſeſſion in favour of the ſenſe we 
wiſh to exclude. But a little reflection will 
greatly weaken the force of the objection 
built upon that difference in one caſe, and 


that coincidence of ſentiment in the other. 


The Advocates of the Socimian ſcheme, it 
muſt be remembered, are not competent 


Judges. They come to the examination with 


a ſtrong and ſtubborn prejudice ingrafted on 
their minds, from which we may à priori in- 
fer their deciſion. For if they were to allow 


the tranſlation, born before ary creature,” - 


5 Theophylacts words are, eure, dige, 671 po. Wh vi- 
cid £540. 6' Yiog* Trac wv ; 3 Sc vr * 63 5 In Pauli. Epiſt. p 
comment, Ed. Lindſel, Epiſe. Heref. 
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the conceſſion would be a plain acknowledg- 
ment of the palpable falſehood of their creed. 
Nor let the charge of prejudice, with the 
view of impeaching our interpretation, be re- 
torted againſt us; for, as we have other and 
ſtronger proofs to reſort to in order to ſub- 
ſtantiate our faith, our deciſion, as indeed is 
proved by the examples of Grotius and Ham- 
mond, is not of neceſſity ſuch as may be an- 
ticipated from our preconceived notions of 
Chriſt. On the contrary, it may fairly be 
preſumed, what his judgment will be, who 
by the admiſſion of a particular ſignification 
would falſify his religious tenets and at once 
plead guilty to the charge of hereſy. | 

Again; the Athanaſians, who interpret it 
of Dignity or Regeneration, were probably. 
deterred from perfiſting in the tranſlation, 
firſt- born of every creature, by the unfair 


advantage which the deniers of our Lord's 


Divinity would have taken of ſuch tranſla- 
tion. Conſcious that the doctrine, which 
they themſelves maintained, wanted not the 
aſſiſtance of this tranſlation, they did not 
think the ſupport to be derived from it 
equivalent to the hazard of affording Soci- * 

nianiſm any hold to faſten on. 
But, poſlibly, greater deference may be 
paid to thoſe, who in the character of Philo- 
logiſts 


[. 2% 
logiſts merely give us the meaning of the 
word; as their judgments may be ſuppoſed 
to be unclouded by the muſt of theological 
prejudice. Here then, we find Suidas and 
Heſychius agree in defining it, o wgwro; re- 
dels; a definition, which, it is not neceſſary 
to add, the erymon of the word confirms. 
Let us in the laſt place inquire, what ſig- 
nification the word has in the general uſage 
of the writers of the New Teſtament ; the 
ſafeſt mode perhaps of developing obſcure, or 
defining doubtful expreſſions. * Peirce, in his 
elaborate Commentary on the Epiſtle to the 
Coloſſians, ſays, that the word wpwrororog is 
« never uſed, in the New Teſtament, in any 
« other ſenſe than firſt-born.” Without ſtop- 
ping to analyze every paſſage in which it oc- 
curs, it may be ſufficient to obſerve that the 
ſacred writers are often guilty of the groſſeſt 
tautology, if it is to be tranſlated, preemi- 
nent; and to advert to one inſtance, which, 
if it ſhould be deemed an exception to Mr. 
Peirce's remark, muſt I think be allowed to 
be the only one; and to another, Where by 
conſulting the word in the Old Teſtament to 
which it refers, and for which indeed it is 
ſubſtituted, we may determine the ſenſe with 


1 Paraphraſe and Notes on the Epiſt. of St. Paul, p. 12: 
accuracy. 
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accuracy. * In one paſſage in the Epiftle to 
the Hebrews, we find @gwrorow» ; and the 
tranflation, which ſeems beſt to ſuit the exi- 
gency of the place, is not the firſt-born, but 
they who were to enjoy the privilege of the 
firſt- born; 1. e. who were to inherit the 
birth-right of everlaſting life, covenanted to 
them by the Goſpel. * In another paſſage of 
this fame Epiftle, we find wpwroroxu uſed, as 
a correſpondent term for 1152, as it occurs 
in the Book of Exodus. Now 22 fignifies 
firſt-born' as often as it is found in the 
Pentateuch, and indeed every where elfe in 
the Old Teſtament, except in the inſtances 
which are mentioned by Taylor. That it 
here does not come under his firſt exception 
is more than probable, as MIR may be un- 
derſtood of the great ones, and is indeed ren- 
dered Princes in the margin of our Engliſh 
Bible; and that it cannot come under the 
latter is clear, as they could not be ſaid to be 
highly favoured by God, who were deſtroyed 
by him. So that here, as indeed through- 
out the whole of the New Teſtament, the 
word muſt be underſtood of firſt- born: whilſt, 
on the other hand, no inſtance can be ad- 
duced of its ſignifying preeminent; for even, 


r c. ii. v. 23. . Ti. v. 8. 


© Exod. c. xii. v. 12. 
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if in chap. xii. v. 23. of the Epiſtle to the 
Hebrews already noticed, there ſhall be 
thought to be a deviation from its primary 
and general ſignification, it muſt at the ſame 
time be ack nowledged that it conveys no 
idea of preeminence. He then, who fairly 
balances the weight of evidence in favour of 
the two interpretations ; who places in one 
ſcale the authority of the ancient Verſions, 
Commentators and Lexicographers, together 
with the preſumptive proot ariſing from the 
uniform ſenſe in which the word 1s uſed in 
the other paſſages of the New Teſtament ; 
and in the other, the ſuſpicious authority of 
thoſe Annotators, who ſupport the other tranſ- 
lation, with a due allowance for the force of 
their teſtimony being abated by the circum- 
ſtances to which we adverted above; he, 
who thus weighs the comparative evidence, 
cannot, I think, but confeſs that the proofs 
of the former preponderate. 

So much for the external evidence ; and 
with regard to the internal, that this inter- 
pretation 1s well adapted to the context, will 
be plain from obſerving the other terms 
which. the Apoſtle uſes, and the probable 
ſcope of his reaſoning *. © Giving thanks,” 


122 Coloſſ. c. i. ver. 12—16, 


ſays 
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fays he, „to the Father — who hath tranſ- 
* lated us into the kingdom of his dear Son 


who is the Image of the inviſible God, 


* born before every creature. And how 1s 
this proved? © Becauſe,” ſays St. Paul, © all 


e things were created by him; whence it 


neceſſarily follows that he muſt, in our ſenſe 


of the words, have been Tþwrororog Trong Mi 
o With Origen we. may aſk, ws ur £04 
cb e eh. Wp0 aur, u E GEXT, Tig vH 
QUT e KTECYV OUT ; 
Should this attempt to aſcertain the real 
meaning of St. Paul be thought to have en- 
groſſed too much attention, it ſurely will not 
be deemed in tenui labor, when it is re- 
membered that the admiſſion of «the truth of 


our Interpretation involves in it the down- 


fall of Mr. Hawtrey's hypotheſis. And yet, 
after all, to have endeavoured with ſuch mi- 


nuteneſs to eſtablith the propriety of tranſ- 


lating “born before every creature, may be 


thought an unneceſſary though not an uſeleſs 


employment ; for in whatever ſenſe theſe 
words be underſtood, the paſſage ſtill fur- 
niſnes us with an irrefragable proof of the 
Sou's exiſtence before the creation of the 


world. For to what antecedent does the pro- 


noun aur, in the 16th verſe, reler? Clearly 
to v:z in the 13th; and as the Apoſtle's aſſer- 
tion 
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tion is that © all things were created by the 
« Son, it can require no reaſoning to ſhew 
that the Son muſt have exiſted before. To 
whichever tranſlation therefore of h TOT OO 
rcon xrivews the preference be given, this 
magnificent paſſage ſtill ſupphes a direct and 
ſubſtantial proof of the Son's previous exiſt- 
encè. | | 

A ſimilar argument might be drawn from 
the * Epiſtle to the Hebrews, where the Son 
is again repreſented as the author of the 
creation. But we ſhall not be content with 
merely deducing from the creative power 
aſcribed to the Son, the neceſſity of his prior 
exiſtence ; as the compariſon of this paſſage 
and the one quoted from the Epiſtle to the 
Coloſſians with! St. John's Goſpel will go 
at once to the total ſubverſion of the imagi- 
nary diſtinction between the Word and the 
Son. St. John ſays, all things were made 
„by the Word; St. Paul as before cited, 
and the author of the. Epiſtle to the He- 
brews ſay, © by the Son, God made the 
„ worlds.” Either, then, one of them is 
wrong, -a ſuppoſition not compatible with 
the plenary inſpiration attributed to the ſacred 
writers; or, if they are both right, the Word 


Iv. 2. . . v. 3. 


and 


L 49 
and the Son mean one and the ſame preexiſt- 
ing power. If the Epiſtle to the Hebrews 
be adjudged to St. Paul, we find the ſame 
implied aſſertion of the Son's prior exiſtence 
repeated by one, who, from the different 
viſions which were vouchſafed to him, was 
likely, as far as it was poſſible, to have pene- 
trated into the moſt myſterious nature of the 
Godhead : if it be not, our argument is 
equally concluſive; as we ſhall then have 
the doctrine of one inſpired writer confirmed 
by the teſtimony of another. So that at all 
events, we are reduced to the dilemma either 
of branding the Evangeliſt or the Apoſtle 
with the guilt of falſehood, or of acknow- 
ledging the eternal identity of the Word and 


the Son. As they who believe that both the 


Goſpel and the Epiſtle were compoſed under 


the ſuperintending influence of the Holy 


Ghoſt cannot admit the very poſſibility of 
the former, they will of courſe acquieſce in 


the latter alternative. 


But further; he, who is at all converſant 


with the writings of the Fathers cannot but 


have obſerved the indiſcriminate uſe which 
they make of the terms Ac and Tiés; aſ- 
cribing indifferently to the Perſon, charac- 
terized by each of thoſe titles, the work of 
creation. That they thought themſelves juſ- 

tified 


: 
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tified in this promiſcuous uſe of the words 


1s clear, becauſe they maintained the perſonal 


Identity of the Word and the Son. For the 


preſent, one or two inſtances of this mode of 
writing may be ſufficient; as I ſhall have oc- 


caſion to be more copious in ſuch examples, 


both when animadverting on the very paſſage 

on which Mr. Hawtrey's diſtinction reſts, 
= when adducing the opinion of the pri- 
mitive Chriſtians. 

The following extract from Juſtin Martyr 
will ſnew that He at leaſt thought the Word 
and the Son ſynonymous *. © But I will give 
« you another proof alſo,” ſays he, © from 
the Scriptures, that God in the beginning 
© before all creatures generated from himſelf 
« a certain rational power, which is called 


* by the Holy Ghoſt the Lord's Glory, and 


« ſometimes Son — and ſometimes Word.” 
Tatian * calls the Word, the fir/t-begotten 
« work of the Father; and Irenzeus * grounds 
his refutation of the Valentinian Hereſy on 


55 Magrypioy by xa) & M bh 22d ra cis c, ors apy ned 
rdrror a rio ud ros 5 Os TETENNHKE Corayuly ru i laid do- 
vans, rig nas Me Kupi ü TY avivuaT, TE ayis anita, work 
. lor xt AOTOX. Dial. cum Tryph. Jud. 

% N Avyo; ie TIPNTOTOKON (78 en. var. lect.) 
7 T%Tp6s. p. 21. Ed. Worth. | 

> 'ENOE & TOY AYTOY Crxropire AOTOY — 5 'YIOY ess, 5 
Tor TOT AYTOY- oaprubiilos bie naar, AD ͤ Ths Oy Nos c- 
veT7yw. Iren. I. i. c. 20. p. 42. Ed. Grabe. 
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his demonſtrated Identity of the Word and 
the Son. 


But Mr. Hawtrey perhaps, anxious to 


evade the preſſure of evidence thus hoſtile to 
his ſyſtem, and to reſcue from a fate ſo un- 


timely a Doctrine which is expected to re- 


move all the difficulties which impede a ge- 
neral confeſſion of Chriſt's Divinity, may ſug- 
geſt ſome ſubterſuge. He may ſay perhaps, 
that the Apoſtles and Fathers uſed the terms 
thus promiſcuouſly, becauſe He, who was 
originally aoyo;, afterwards became uiog, and 
continued to be ſo, at the time they wrote. 
But ſurely to deſcribe him as acting in the 


character of viog at a period, before he had aſ- 


ſumed that Character is an inaccuracy, which 
they, who ſcruple not to impute it to the 


Fathers, would ſhrink from the imputation 
of themſelves. Would an Hiſtorian of the 


reign of Charles the Firſt, in deſcribing the 
battle of Naſeby, fay that the King's troops 


were defeated by the Protector s? Or if he 


did, would he not be cenſured for an Ana- 
Hrroniths in language ? And if human wil- 
dom conſiders ſuch an anticipation of a fu- 
ture title an errour amounting to falſehood, 
we may ſurely give the Apoſtle and the Fa- 
thers credit for equal Sagacity. But be this 
as it may, the learned author of @cavIpwre; 

muſt 
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muſt be cautious how he ſanctions a lati- 
tude of interpretation, which may be turned 
againſt himſelf, or urges a plea, which, if ad- 
mitted, will conſiderably weaken, if not 


wholly deſtroy, the force of that appropriate 
application of the terms A5yog and vic, which 


he conceives St. John to make, in the open- 


ing of his Goſpel. For 1t, as he ſuppoſes, the 
Evangeliſt intended by a diſtinction of title 
to mark a diſtinction of character, the Queſ- 
tion naturally occurs, how happens it, that 
his followers, nay his contemporaries ſhould 
pay ſuch little reſpect to the momentous pre- 
ciſion of the beloved diſciple of their Lord, 
as to apply to him, I had almoſt ſaid with 
undiſtinguiſhing blindneſs, (and the language 


would not be too ſtrong on Mr. Hawtrey's 


hypotheſis) a title before his Incarnation, 
which he had not till er it? Are we to 


| ſay that St. John's penetrating mind pierced 
into the hidden myſteries of God, and deve- 


loped that doctrine, which Mr. Hawtrey 
1magines he inculcates; but that the doctrine 
of St. Paul and the Fathers 1s the blundering 
invention of half informed Novitiates? Or 
are we to believe that they all meant to 
teach the ſame doctrine, but that the words 
of St. John are the elaborate language of 
fn and deſign, whilſt thoſe of the 

G2 others 
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others are the vague and careleſs terms of in- 
difference or chance ? No ! The fair and ob- 
vious inference 1s, that the Apoſtle and the 
Fathers conſidered the two terms as expreſ- 
five of the /ame Relation to God; they thought, 
that, as the Ayo; 18 an emanation or progeny 
of the heavenly Mind, it might be uſed as 
metaphorically ſignificant of the ſame relative 
connexion of the Second Perſon with the 
Firſt which is conveyed by ws; an expreſſion, 
which gives us an idea of connected exiſtence 
not equally remote from vulgar apprehenſion. 

But as this reaſoning affects the data, on 
which Mr. Hawtrey builds his ſyſtem, it 
may ſeem premature, if we do not examine 


them more minutely. We will therefore in 


the firſt inſtance proceed to the diſcuſſion of 
the fact, (for a fact it certainly is) which is 
the main ſtay of his conjecture. 

St. John, ſpeaking of our Saviour in his 
pre-exiſting ſtate, calls him Xeyoes ; but after 
his Incarnation, he drops the appellation as- 
yos, and calls him vices. Now in this change 


of title our Author diſcovers a change of cha» 


racter; in which he has, I believe, the me- 
rit of “qui primus invenit, in the ſtricteſt 
ſenſe of Bentley's limitation. None of the. 


_ © Pref. to the Diſſertation on Phalaris, p. 94. 
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ancient * Commentators at leaſt can conteſt 
the praiſe of Originality with him, as will be 
ſeen from their ſhort-ſighted ſtrictures on 
this Chapter. 

Thus Baſil ©, in his Homily on the words 
« In the beginning was the Word,” fays, 
St. John diſcourſing concerning the on!y- 
t begotten has called him Aoyos.—For what 
«reaſon does he call him ayes? That it 
might be ſhewn, that he came forth from 
* the Mind. Why As! Becauſe he was be- 
« gotten without the intervention of paſſion. 
« Why 6%? Becauſe he is the 7mage of 
„him who begot him, exhibiting in himſelf 
% him who begot him, whole and entire.” 
Again; © he has therefore called him Abe, 
in order that he might place before you 
« the Generation void of paſſion on the part 
« of the Father, and might teach you the 
perfect exiſtence of the Son, and by theſe 


4 I ſpeak only of the commentators on this verſe ; for there 
is one paſſage, if not two, in Hippolytus, which will be conſi- 
dered hereafter, which may be thought in ſome degree to rob 
Mr. Hawtrey of the praiſe of original Invention. 

N Mag TS MONOTENOYZ dh H. c, AOTON ales. — A. 
Ti Aoyos 5 ives d or bx TY 8 . Aid l Ayes : ors A, 
ETENNHOH* as Th N 3 ors r 18 TENNHZANTOx, ch &y 
EQUTW 2 Sermrac To» TENNHZANTA. 5 | 
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a Homil. xvi. tom. i. p. 435. Ed. Par. 
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ce means demonſtrate the eternal connexion 


« of the Son with the Father.” Preciſely to 
the ſame effect is the general ſcope of his 
reaſoning throughout the whole of his ſe- 
cond Book againſt Eunomius. 

That Chryſoſtom * conſidered the Word in 
this paſſage as ſynonymous with the Son ap- 
pears from the Queſtion which he aſks in his 
homily on this verſe. © Why does St. John, 
* having omitted the Father, ſpeak of the 
San? Becauſe the former was manifeſt to 


« all, if not as Father, yet as God ; but the 


e only-begotten was not known.“ It is unne- 


ceſſary to multiply quotations from him, as. 


the ſame idea pervades his whole commen- 
tary. 

Cyril * Archbiſhop of Alexandria under- 
takes from theſe words of St. John to prove 
* that the only-begotten is eternal; and ſoon 
after afſerts that © as the Son is older than 
the ages or worlds themſelves, he could 


«© not have been vegotten within the limits of 
time | 


oh Oumror" 2 ar Toy werifa acels Tips 78 lor Mandyeras 5 3 ors 
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_ Origen * on the paſlage tells us that by the 
Word St. John meant the Son ; and Theo- 
phylact to the Queſtion why the Evangeliſt 
did not ſay, in the beginning was the Son, 
gives an anſwer analogous to that of Baſil; 
and adds that the paſſage proves that the 
Son was co-eternal with the Father. That 
Irenzus © underſtood St. John in this ſenſe 
is plain from almoſt every page; and in one 
place he directly accuſes thoſe of diſtorting 
the Scriptures, who make Aoyog one perſon, 
and woroyevys another. 

To the Commentators already adduced, 
others might be added, who are omitted as 
being in point of antiquity and general eſteem 
of leſs weight than thoſe we have ſelected ; 
but whoſe interpretations may be found de- 
tailed in the Catena Grecorum Patrum in 
ſanctum Johannem. 

Thoſe Fathers then, it ſhould ſeem, who 
allude to the two titles Asyog and vlg, clearly 
conſidered them as ſynonyms ; and the moſt 


h Avyov 50. Tov vi, Xo To A. Orig. tom. 11. P- 17. Ed. 
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ancient Commentators on the paſſage ob- 
ſerved, as we have ſeen, the change of appel- 
lations, but accounted for 1t upon a very dif- 


ferent principle; upon a principle juſt and 


obvious, the application of which will not 
indeed, like Mr. Hawtrey's conjecture, ſhew 


that Hereſy has contaminated the Catholic 


Faith for ſeventeen centuries ; but which 1s 
yet at once adapted to the exigentia loci, and 
countenanced by the higheſt authority of An- 
tiquity. So that from that very appellation, 
which in the opinion of the primitive Chriſ- 
tians was adopted as the ſureſt precaution 
againſt any miſconceptions of the tranſcen- 
dent nature of Chriſt's Eternal Generation, 
the author of OzavIpur would extract a proof 
of his Filiation being temporal, and the re- 
ſult of his Incarnation ! 

As the conſent of Antiquity proves that 
the Evangeliſt's object in uſing Ayes, was to 
expreſs a Generation of a high and pecuhar 


kind; ſo perhaps alſo he might be induced 


to introduce both terms into his Goſpel, from 
a with to inculeate in limine, in oppoſition 


to thoſe philoſophizing Chriſtians who taught 
that xXoyos was the offspring of poroyerys, the 


Identity of him who was indifferently called 
by both titles. But whatever was his motive 


for beginning with 29y0s, a probable reaſon 


at 
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at leaſt may be aſſigned for the ſubſtitution 
of vlog, without having recourſe to the ſuppo- 
ſition that he changed his terms, in conſe- 
quence of a change in the nature of the Per- 


ſon ſpoken of. For if St. John had perſe- 


vered in the uſe of N, and had ſaid, we 
beheld his Glory as the Glory of the only be- 
gotten Word of God, he would not have 
conveyed to exoteric ears any determinate 
Idea ; for the mind, being ſtored with no 
previous notion of the appearance of ſuch 
Word, with which to compare the Glory 
that was beheld, could not recognize the ſi- 
milarity. 

Is it not then very probable that St. John 
changed his language in accommodation to 
the unenlightened mind ; and meant not, by 
the © Glory of the only-begotten Son,” to 
inſinuate any newly acquired Glory? Our 
bleſſed Lord himſelf ſeems to imply, in his 
earneſt prayer to the Father, that he had 
from all eternity the glory of a Son. For 
why ſhould he ſay, O Father, glorify thou 
% me with thine own ſelf, with the Glory 
* which I had with thee (the Father) before 


the world was *, if he had not alſo, before 
the world was, exiſted in the glorious capa- 
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city of the Son of God? What favours the 
inference which I would draw from theſe 
words is, that this very text is quoted by 
Cyprian“ in proof of his poſition, © Chriſtum 
« primogenttum eſſe, et ipſum eſſe ſapientiam, 
* per quem omnia facta fint.' But Mr. 
Hawtrey ſeems to forget, that, though St. 
John might actually mean that they beheld 
* his Glory as the Glory of the only-begotten 
% Son of God” in conſequence of his Incar- 
nation, it yet by no means follows that he 


had not that filial Glory before. The Son, it 


muſt be recollected, in his unembodied ſtate 


is not viſible to mortal eye; and therefore to 
aſſert that in conſequence of his Incarnation 
they © beheld his Glory as the Glory of the 
% only-begotten Son of God, is perfectly re- 
concileable with his prior though inviſible 
exiſtence in that character. In ſhort, the 
Incarnation might be the commencement of 
the corporeal manifeſtation of that Glory, with- 
out being the origin of the Glory itſelf; and 
the whole may be accurately paraphraſed by 
a paſſage from St. Barnabas. Tore FOANE- 
PALEN EQUTQY ui Ocs eas, Es yup un mage 
E Torah, Ws * cue adp oh, BAEIION- 
TEL abr; Ts Tov MEAAOVT@ pe eiu, NU 


» Cyprian. p. 31. Ed. Ox. 1682, 
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There are Wi in St. Johs' s Epiſtles 
which by implication at leaſt militate againſt 
that diſtinction of character, which Mr. Haw- 
trey diſcovers in the opening of his Goſpel : 
thoſe I mean, where he endeavours to move 
our ſenſibility and awaken our gratitude, by 
reminding us of the Love of God, who “ ſent 
his only-begotten Son into the world, that 
« we might live through him?”.” Now in 
the firſt place, if it had been the Word, and 
not the Son who came in the fleſh, St. John in 
ſtrictneſs of language would have ſaid, © God 
« ſent his Word, as the Perſon ſent, accord- 
ing to Mr. Hawtrey, was not Son, till after 
his aſſumption of human nature; fo that 
this mode of expreſſion ſeems, I think, to 
argue an antecedent exiſtence of the Son. 
The Context ſtrengthens this opinion; for St. 
John there labours to excite in us gratitude 
to God and charity to Man, by calling to 
our recollection parental feelings; language, 
which is not ſo peculiarly appropriate, unleſs 
the Eternal Filiation be admitted. * Herein 
* 1s Love, not that we loved God, but that 
* he loved us, and ſent his Son to be the 


o Barnab, Epiſt. c. v. p. 16. Ed. Cotel. 
P I John c. iv. v. . 


2 1 John c. iv. v. 10, 11. Compare John c. iii. v. 16. 
6s propitiation 
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«c propitiation for our ſins. Beloved, if God 


« fo loved us, we ought alſo to love one ano- 
«« ther.” I am far from meaning to inſinuate, 


that if Mr. Hawtrey's notion of the nature 


of Chriſt be received, the mercy of the Al- 
mighty, as exhibited in Man's Redemption, 
is not ſtill immeaſurably great; or ſuch, as 


that arguments may not be derived from it 
irreſiſtibly powerful to overwhelm the hardeſt 


heart; to make our picty to God more ar- 
dent, and our charity to man more exten- 
five. But ſurely, though we ſtill acknow- 
ledge that appeal to our gratitude to be for- 


cible which is founded on the Love difplayed 


by God in accepting the vicarious ſacrifice of 
his Son, it yet loſes ſomewhat of its energy 


from the idea of Chriſt being that Son only 


in an adſcititious ſenſe; whilſt on the other 


hand we feel heightened that tenderneſs of 


ſentiment, mingled with religious awe, which 
myvoluntanly ſprings: up in the mind, when 
we contemplate the Everlaſting Son leaving 
the boſom of his Everlaſting Father, to be- 
come a ſacnficial Atonement for fin. In con- 
firmation of this reaſoning let me add, our 
Saviour's own affecting words, © Father, thou 
% huedft me before the foundation of the 


« world!; — a declaration this of paternal 


John xvii. v. 24. 
8 affection 
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affection on the one part, which ſeems to im- 
ply on the other, the exiſtence of a San as 
the object of it. | | 

There are too, 1t may be remarked, ſome 
texts in which our Saviour ſays, that no one 
knows who the Father is but the Son, and 
who the Son 1s but the Father* : and there 
is one, in which he aſſerts their commenſu- 
rate knowledge of each other; © as the Fa- 
« ther knoweth me, even ſo know the Fa- 
ether. Now with regard to the firit, they 
exclude the Word (except whilſt the diſpen- 
ſation of @carIgwrey; continues, for after the 
termination of it he is a diſtinct Perſon) from 
participating in that knowledge, which yet, 
on Mr. Hawtrey's hypotheſis, he muſt have 
had long before the Son exiſted. And with 


regard to the latter, as on this ſame hypo- 


theſis, the Son, as Son, could only have 
known the Father from the time of his 
union with the Ag, but the Father, as 
being omniſcient, muſt from all eternity have 
known who and what the Son would be: 
under theſe circumſtances I ſay, would our 


Saviour. have. declared that the Son's know- 


ledge of the Father was commenſurate with 


the Father's knowledge of the Son? Or 


8 Matt, C. xi. v. 27. Luke C. X. v. 22. 
John c. x. v. x5. 


again, 
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again, would he, nay I may ſay, with re- 
verence be it ſpoken, could He, conſiſtently 
with the ſimplicity of Truth, have aſſerted 
ſuch an abſolute unity of Father and Sor, as 
| he often does“, if the exiſtence of the one 
| had been poſterior to the exiſtence of the 
other? Again; as the Father cannot be de- 
| nied to be eternal; if the San were not ſo 
too, could he have ſaid, © as the Father hath 
“life in himſelf, % hath he given to the Son 
«to have life in himſelf *?“ Or, laſtly, if it 
was the Word of God, and not the Son, who 
came down from Heaven to be incarnate; if 
ſo ſignal a tranfition, from being the Word 
to being the Son of God, had taken place 
| during the interval of his deſcenſion and aſ- 
cenſion, how could St. Paul aflert ?, «© He 134 
« that deſcended is the ſame alſo that aſ- 
« cended ?* But enough on the proof from 

| St. John. 

| Another reaſon And induces Mr. Haw- 

| trey to think that the Filiation then took 

place, when the Aoyo cape eyewero, is derived 

| from the language of the angel to the Virgin 

! Mary *. Now till it is proved that no Hebrew > 


ol 1 xiv. v. 11. x. 30, 38. xvii. 21. 
* John c. v. ver. 26. Epheſ. c. iv. v. 10. 
2 Luke 1. 25. 
Therefore, then, it may be Sele the title, Son of 
q With. would be when this event ſhould have taken place, 23 
40 0 
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idioms have crept into St. Luke's ſtyle, it 
will not neceſſarily follow that any idea 
of title is implied in & % This how- 
ever, though it may make a change in the 
form of the ſyllogiſm neceſſary, will not 
materially affect the proof, nor render it in- 
concluſive, if it was not ſo before. But as 
the Catholic Church holds that it was the 
Son of God that was made fleſh, and that 
after his myſterious union with human na- 
ture he was ſtill the Son of God, it is evi- 
dent that the words of the Angel are as ap- 
plicable to our creed as to Mr. Hawtrey's. 
And this for the preſent may ſuffice; as we 
{hall have occaſion again to notice this verſe, 
when we produce the teſtimony of Novatian. 

The remaining ſcriptural proof, or to ſpeak 
more accurately, the remaining * text for 
conſideration is that, for the interpretation of 
which Mr. Hawtrey's digreſſion on the Filia- 
tion ſeems to have been introduced. His ex- 

poſition of this text ſeems, if I do not miſ- 
_ apprehend it, to lead to conſequences which 

could not eſcape his obſervation ; and yet 
the force of which, if they were obſerved, 


ce of courſe, that in the birth of the asf; in union with the capt 
e, conſiſted the Filiation, and, conſequently, that there 


„was no Filiation prior to that event.” Orad, p. 40. 
2 1 Cor. xv. 28. 


could 
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could not but be ſenſibly felt. On this ac- 
count, I confeſs, I feel more apprehenſion 
that I may have conſidered it in a miſtaken 
point of view, than conviction that I am 
right. © Then,” ſays he, (in his paraphraſe 
on the Apoſtle's words, then ſhall the Son 
* himſelf be ſubject unto him that put all 
* things under him) * ſhall the diſpenſation 
of OcxvIgpwre; be terminated, and the union 
6 of the Aoyos with man's nature ceaſe.” If 
now, according to Mr. Hawtrey's hypotheſis, 
the Son is a compound of the Ayes and man's 
nature; and. if, according to Mr. Hawtrey's 
paraphraſe, the union of the aoyos with 
man's nature is to ceaſe, it appears an ob- 
vious inference that the Son is to ceaſe alſo. 
Strange! that the beloved Son of God, over 
whom, we are told, death hath no more do- 
minion, ſhould ceaſe to exiſt, at a time when 
the graves have given up their dead; and 
that he himſelf ſhould be doomed to anni- 


hilation, at the very moment, when thoſe 


whom he has ranſomed, are bid to enter 
into the joy of their Lord! The Sibylline 
oracle ſpeaks a language more conſiſtent with 


our firſt notions of the Son of God, and 


more truly deſcriptive of the vital eſſence of 


a divine Being. 


b Orad gros, P · 38. 
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February 28, 1794. 
© will be ſhortened.” For our own fakes, therefore, 
for the ſake of our friends, of our country, and 
of every thing that 1s dear to us 1n it, let us attend 
to the admonition of my text, © to repent, for the 
© kingdom of heaven is at hand.“ It is © righteouſ- 
© neſs that exalteth a nation”, and © ſin' only is the 

| © reproach,” and will be the ruin, of any people.” 
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APPENDIX. 


H avinc originally got the leading ideas that 
are enlarged upon in the preceding diſcourſe from 
Dr. Hartley's Obſervations on Man, a work publiſhed 
in 1749, I think it may not be amiſs to ſubjoin to it 
ſome extracts from that Work, as, from his authority, 
the ſerious apprehenſions with which J have, ever 
fince I read it, been impreſſed, will receive more 
weight, than they could acquire from any perſon, 
who, writing in theſe times, might be fuppoſed to be 
particularly influenced by the aſpect of them, and by 
his own ſituation with reſpect to them. I wiſh like- 
wiſe by this, as well as every other means, to direct 
the attention of my readers to that moſt excellent 
work, to which I am indebted, if T may ſo day, for 


the whole moral conformation of my mind. 


Ho near the diſſolution of the preſent govern- 
ments, generally or particularly, may be, would be 
great raſhneſs to affirm. Chriſt will come in this 
ſenſe alſo * as a thief in the night.” Our duty 4s there- 
fore to watch and to pray; to be faithful ftewards 
to give meat, and all other requilites, in due ſeaſon, 
to thoſe under our care; and to endeavour by theſe, 
and all other lawful means, to preſerve the govern- 


ment, under whoſe protection we live, from diſ- 


D 2 ſolution, 
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ſolution, ſeeking the peace of it, and ſubmitting to 
|| every ordinance of man for the Lord's fake. No 
prayers, no endeavours of this kind can fail of hav- 
ing ſome good effect, public or private, for the pre- 
ſervation of ourſelves and others. The great diſpen- 
ſations of Providence are conducted by means that 
are either ſecret, or, if they appear, that are judged 
feeble and inefficacious. No man can tell, however 
private his ſtation may be, but his fervent prayer 
may avail to the ſalvation of much people. But it 
is more peculiarly the duty of magiſtrates thus to 
watch over their ſubjects, to pray for them, and to 
ſet about the reformation of all matters civil and ec- 
If cleſiaſtical, to the utmoſt of their power. Good 
[| governors may promote the welfare and continuance 
of a ſtate, and wicked ones muſt accelerate its ruin.” 
c The ſacred hiſtory affords us inſtances of both 
kinds, and they are recorded there for the admonition 
| of kings and princes in all future times.“ V. ii. p. 368. 
= « There are many prophecies which declare the 
fall of the eccleſiaſtical powers of the Chriſtian 
world, And though each church ſeems to flatter 
itſelf with the hopes of being exempted; yet it is 
very plain that the prophetical characters belong to 
all. They have all left the true, pure, ſimple reli- 
gion, and teach for doctrines the commandments of 
men. They are all merchants of the earth, and have 
ſet up a kingdom of this world, abounding in riches, 
temporal power, and external pomp. They have all 
a dogmatizing ſpirit, and perſecute ſuch as do not 
= 5 - 85 receive 
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receive their own mark, and worſhip the image 
which they have ſet up. They all neglect Chriſt's 
command of preaching the goſpel to all nations, and 
even that of going to © the loſt ſheep of the houſe of 
© Ifrael;* there being innumerable multitudes in all 
Chriſtian countries who have never been taught to | 
read, and who are in other reſpects alſo deſtitute of 
the means of ſaving knowledge. Tis very true that 
the church of Rome is © Babylon the great and the 
© mother of harlots,” and of the © abominations of the 
© earth.” But all the reſt have copied her example 
more or leſs. They have all received money like 
Gehazi; and therefore the leproſy of Naaman will 
cleave to them, and to their ſeed for ever. And this 
impurity may be conſidered, not only as juſtifying the 


application of the prophecies to all the Chriſtian 


churches, but as a natural cauſe for their downfall. 
The corrupt governors of the ſeveral churches will 
ever oppoſe the true goſpel, and in ſo doing will 
bring ruin upon themſelves.” P. 371. 

« As the downfall of the Jewiſh ſtate under Titus 
was the occaſion of the publication of the goſpel to 
us Gentiles, ſo our downfall may contribute to the 


reſtoration of the Jews, and both together bring on 


the final publication and prevalence of the true re- 
ligion. Thus the type and the thing typified will 
coincide. The firſt fruits and the mp are mace | 
holy together.” P. 375. | 

« The downfall of the civil and eccleſiaſtical 
powers muſt both be attended with ſuch public 


calamiries, as will make men ſerious, and alſo | 


D drive 
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drive them from the countries of Chriſtendom into the: 
remote parts of the world, particularly into the Eaſt 
and Weſt-Indies; whither, conſequently, they will 
carry their religion, now purified from errors and 
ſuperſtitions.” P. 377. 

« That worldly-mindedneſs, and neglect of duty 
in the clergy, muſt haſten our ruin, cannot be doubt- 
ed. Theſe are the ſalt of the earth, and the light 
© of the world.” If they loſe their favour, the whole 
nation, where this happens, will be converted into 
one putrid maſs, If their light become darkneſs, the 
whele body politic muſt be dark alſo. The de- 
gene racy of the court of Rome, and ſecular biſhops. 
abroad, are too notorious to be mentioned. They 
almoſt ceaſe to give offence, as they ſcarce pretend 
to any function or authority beſides what is temporal. 
Yet {till there is great mockery. of God in their ex- 
ternal pomp,. and profanation of facred titles; which, 
ſooner or later, will bring down vengeance upon 
them. And as the court of Rome has been at the 
head of the great apoſtaſy, and eorruption of the 
Chriſtian church; and. ſeems evidently: marked out 
in various places of the ſcriptures, the ſevereſt judg- 
ments are probably reſerved: for her. But I rather 
chooſe to ſpeak. to what falls under the obſervation. 
of all ſerious, attentive perſons in this kingdom. The 
ſuperior clergy are in general, ambitious, and eager 
in the purſuit of riches; flatterers of the great, and 
ſubſervient to party intereſt ;. negligent of their own: 
immediate charges, and. alſo of the inferior clergy, 
. and. 


— — — — 


| 
| . 
| 


Appenats. | 39 
and their immediate charges. The inferior clergy 
imitate their ſuperiors, and in general take little 
more care of their pariſhes than barely what is ne- 


ceſſary to avoid the cenſure of the law. And the 


clergy of all ranks are, in general, either ignorant, 
or if they do apply, it is rather to profane learning, 
to philoſophical or political matters, than to the 
ſtudy of the ſcriptures, of the Oriental languages, of 
the fathers, and eccleſiaſtical authors, and of the 
writings of devout men in different ages of the 
church. I ſay this is in general the caſe; i. e. far 
the greater part of the clergy of all ranks in this 
kingdom are of this kind. But there are ſome of a 
quite different character; men eminent for piety, 
facred learning, and the faithful diſcharge of their 
duty, and who, it is not to be doubted, mourn in 
ſecret for the crying ſins of this and. other nations. 
The clergy, in general, are alſo far more free from 
open. and groſs vices, than any other denomination of 
men amongſt us, phyſicians, lawyers, merchants, 
foldiers, &c. However, this may be otherwiſe 
hereafter. For it is faid that in ſome foreign coun- 
tries the ſuperior clergy, in others the inferior, are as 


corrupt and abandoned, or more ſo, than any other 


order of men. The clergy in this kingdom ſeem to 
be what one might expect from the mixture of good 
and bad influences that affect them. But then, if 
we make this candid allowance for them, we muſt 
alſo make it for perſons in the high ranks of life, for 
their infidelity, lewdneſs, and ſordid ſcli-intereſt;. 

1 | And 
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And though it becomes an humble, charitable and 
impartial man, to make all theſe allowances, yet 
he cannot but ſee, that the judgments of God are 
ready to fall upon us all for theſe things; and that 
they may fall firſt, and with the greateſt weight, 
upon thoſe, who, having the higheſt office commit- 
ted to them in the ſpiritual kingdom of Chriſt, neg- 
lect it, and are become mere *© merchants of the 
© earth,” and © ſhepherds that feed themſelves, and 
* not their flocks.” P. 450. 
ce Theſe are my real and earneft ſentiments upon 
theſe points. It would be great raſhneſs to fix a time 
for the breaking of the ſtorm that hangs over our 
heads, as it is blindneſs and infatuation not to ſee it; 
nor to be aware, that it may break. And yet this 
infatuation has always attended all falling ſtates, The 
kingdoms of Judah and Iſrael, which are the types of 
all the reſt, were thus infatuated. It may be, that 
the prophecies concerning Edom, Moab, Ammon, 
Tyre, Egypt, &c. will become applicable to par- 
ticular kingdoms before their fall, and warn the 
good to flee out of them. And Chriſtendom in 
general ſeems ready to aſſume to itſelf the place and 
lot of the Jews, after they had rejected their Meſſiah, 
the Saviour of the world. Let no one deceive him- 
ſelf, or others. The preſent circumſtances of the 
world are extraordinary and critical, beyond what 
has ever yet happened. If we refuſe to let Chriſt 
reign over us, as our Redeemer and Saviour, we 
mult be ſlain 88 his face, as enemies, at his ſe- 
cond coming.” 455. 
To 
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To theſe paſſages from Dr. Hartley, I ſhall add 
another from an excellent Sermon preached in the 
chapel of Trinity College, Cambridge, December 13, 
1793, the day appointed for the commemoration of the 
Benefactors to that Society. p. 13, &c. 

«© Nature recoils with horror at the ſpectacle now 
preſented by their unfortunate country [France]. 
Under the guidance, however, of divine revelation, 
the contemplative mind may diſcern the ſigns of 
theſe times, and the hand of Providence direCting 
the madneſs of the people. The oracles of truth, 
when foretelling the perſecutions to be endured by 
Chriſtians, aſſure us, He that killeth with the 
* ſword, muſt be killed with the ſword.” They have 
ſhed (faith the angel) the blood of ſaints and prophets, 
and thou haſt given them blood to drink ; for they are 
worthy, Deſtruction awaits the perſecutor. And it 
muſt excite our aſtoniſhment to ſee veſtiges of this 
righteous diſpenſation in what is paſſing before us. 
Lyons is recorded in early hiſtory, as the ſpot where 
a company of Martyrs glorified God. Lyons is now 
devoted, and its name eraſed from the memory of 
man. Paris once ſtreamed with the blood of the 
Hugonots : Paris hath ſince been dyed with the 
ſlaughter of that court and clergy, which inſtigated 
the unutterable deed.” 1 

« Let us, too, be honeſt in declaring, whether if 
the maſſacre of Saint Bartholomew, the revocation of 
the edict of Nantz, or a Spaniſh act of faith, were 
dictated by the ſpirit of Antichriſt ; the deprivation 
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of the Two THovsand ejected Miniſters; the ſe- 
verities which forced our countrymen to take re- 
fuge in the wilds of America, and the two religious 
conflagrations which have diſgraced our own days, 
_ demonſtrated the prefiding influence of a mind like 
that which was in Jeſus.” 

e One particular in which the prophecy appears 
to enlighten us, is the fate of the Gallican church. 
The revolted city of the apocalypſe is ſuppoſed to 
repreſent the Antichriſtian community eſtabliſhed in 
the European territory of the weſtern Roman em- 
pire, ſtill ſubfiſting in its pollarchical and diſmem- 
bered ſtate. Of this city it is written, that the fall 
of a tenth part would a ſhort time precede that of 
the reſt; and that its overthrow would be accompa- 
nied by an earthquake, and the deſtruction of ſever 
chiliads of the names of men. As France was one of 
the ten kingdoms founded on the ruins of the weſt- 
ern empire; as violent commotions are now agitat- 
ing the political world, from the Boryſthenes to the 
Atlantic; as ſeven claſſes have lately been deprived 
of their privileges and titles; the curioſity of the 
Chriſtian ſcholar is beyond meaſure excited; and 
will be gratified with the diſcovery of various cir- 
cumſtances which will confirm his faith; but which 
a deſire of brevity obliges me to refer to his private 
confideration. One queſtion, however, I cannot help 
propoſing; that if we be of that choſen people who 
have in truth come out of Babylon, who partake not 
of her fins, and merit not her plagues, why ſhould we 

appear 
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appear unprepared, or diſinclined, to comply with 
the angelic mandate, and begin, at leaft, ſome pre- 
lude to that ſong of triumph, © Rejoice over her, 
thou heaven, and ye holy apoſtles, and prophets, 
for God hath avenged you on her,” 

« The legiſlators of France are Deiſts! While 
te they expatiated freely in every region of uſeful 
ce ſcience, they were enjoined to © /ake for granted“ 
ce thoſe controverſial matters of religion, their fore- 
te fathers had ſome good reaſon for adhering to *.“ 
* They were not permitted to diſtinguiſh the 
doctrines of our Lord from thoſe of their church, 
Their mind arrived at maturity in ſome points, dif- 
dained the puerilities on which they dared not ſpe- 
culate ; and rejected the goſpel, on account of the 
meretricious dreſs in which it was introduced tq 
them,” 

« The legiſlators of France are deiſts! Much as 
we may lament their infidelity in their priyate capa- 
city, we rejoice that, as lawgivers, they are unbeliey- 
ers. Indifferent alike to all profeſſions, and all ſes, 
they will not form an unnatural alliance with one, nor 
proſcribe all others with civil incapacities, impriſon- 
ment, and death. Every perſuaſion will enjoy their 
equal and wiſe protection; and genuine Chriſtianity, 
undiſguiſed with abſurd confeſſions, and not made 
contemptible by ridiculous ceremonies, will exert her 


* This is quoted from a ſpeech of Dr. Milner, Vice-Chan- 
gellox of the Univerſity of Cambridge, on the trial of Mr. Freud. 
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proper energies ; will preſent to the underſtanding of 
the individual her miraculous credentials of prophe- 
cies completed in our time; and gain her eſtabliſh-/ 
ment, not in word, but in deed; not in the civil code, 
but in the heart; not as a neceſſary engine of the 
ſtate, but as the truth, and the way to eternal life. 
Superſtition will no longer © rear her mitred front in 
ce their courts and parliaments * ;”” but the dominion 
of Chriſt, triumphant in that country, will be an ear- 
neſt of his obtaining the © heathen for his inheritance, 


© and the uttermoſt parts of the earth for his poſ- 
c ſeſſion.” | 


» Alluding to Mr. Burke's encomium on the Church of 
England. | 


THE END, 
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